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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections * 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 5-6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding Claim 5, line 4 recites the limitation "other diagnostic images". It is 
unclear which other diagnostic images this limitation is intended to refer to. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

■ 

obviousness rejections set forth in this OfTice action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-19 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sabol et al (Pub. 2004/0122702) in view of Brackett et al (Pub. 2003/0206646). 

5. Re Claims 1,3,7-11,12.13.14 and 18: Sabol etal teach diagnostic image 
processing system comprising: a parameter extraction processor (14) for extracting 
selected parameter values from a diagnostic image representation or from data for 
generating the diagnostic image images a subject database that stores the image 
representation and the extracted parameter values in association with at least a patient 
identity (See Paragraph [0267]) and (See Paragraphs [0050], lines 31-38, [0053], 
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lines 5-27, [0057],[0060],[0062],[0114],[0348],[0365], [0110] [0297] and [0406]); the 

database is capable of updating each time the subject is imaged date (See 
Paragraphs [0283],[0317] and [0333]; and, a report formatting means capable of 
formatting the extracted parameter values from a plurality of diagnostic images 
generated at different times into a report (See Paragraph [0055]). 

6. Re Claim 2: Sabol et al teach diagnostic image processing system including: a 
user interface with which a user selects a region of interest of at least a baseline one of 
the diagnostic images from which the parameter values are to be extracted (See 
Paragraph [0251]) and also Figures 1-31 

7. Re Claim 4: Sabol et al teach diagnostic image processing system including: an 
image registration processor that aligns and scales the diagnostic images (See 
Paragraphs [0294]- [0297] and [0442]). 

8. Re Claim 5: Sabol et al teach diagnostic image processing system including: a 
database searching means for searching the subject database for other diagnostic 
images of the selected region of interest of the subject, the parameter extraction 
processor extracting the selected parameter values from the other diagnostic images of 
the selected region (See Paragraphs [0329], [0368], [0369], [0372], [0314], [0056], 
[0063], [0311] and [0442]). 

9. Re Claims 6,15,16 and 19: Sabol et al teach diagnostic image processing 
system wherein the report formatting means includes a graphing means for plotting 
change of a selected parameter versus time (See Paragraphs [0323], [0288] and 
[0325]). 
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10. Re Claim 17: Sabol et al teach diagnostic image processing system wherein the 
parameter values include at least one of: a volume of the selected region; a blood flow 
through the selected region; an average density in the selected region; diffusion 
coefficients of the selected region; fractional diffusion anisotropy values in the selected 
region; and, spectroscopic peak intensities in the selected region. 

11. Re Claim 20. Sabol et al teach diagnostic image processing system wherein the 
image representation and the at least one other image representation are produced by 
different modalities of diagnostic imaging and registered by aligning structures 
identifiable in all modalities involved, and further including: enhancing the resolution of 
the image representations by utilizing complementary characteristics of the modalities 
involved (See Paragraphs [0134], [0136], [0137], [0156], [0231], [0340], [0397], 
[0426], [0431] also Figures 1-31) 

12. Sabol et al disclose the claimed invention, see supra; however Sabol et al does 
not expressly disclose the diagnostic image processing system wherein the subject 
database stores the acquired data in association with at least a date and wherein the 
cine image sequence generating means for converting the selected region of interest of 
the diagnostic images into a temporally scaled sequence of cine images. 

13. Brackett et al disclose a diagnostic image processing system wherein the 
subject database stores the acquired data in association with at least a date and 
wherein the cine image sequence generating means for converting the selected region 
of interest of the diagnostic images into a temporally scaled sequence of cine images 
(See Paragraphs [0009], [0031], [0003], [0008], [0007], [0034], [0046] and [0053]). 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
invention was made to modify a diagnostic image processing system similar to that of 
Sabol et al to incorporate similarly teachings of Brackett et al in order to fast retrieve 
and identity diagnostic image and for future medical examination purposes. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lawrence N. Laryea whose telephone number is 571- 

272- 9060. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30 a.m.-5:30 p.m. EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eleni Mantis-Mercader can be reached on 571-272-4740. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained fronri the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the. Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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